L L. Baumgart replies:
I am grateful to Mr Maclaren for his comments. I hope that my paper will engender this type of discussion.
I agree that the numbers trained in professional forestry should not be restricted to foreseeable vacancies in the industry. It is for this reason that I considered that the 15-year estimate of the Forestry Council was too conservative at 272, and I increased the figure to 3 C 0, allowing for a "sophistication factor" (increased professionalism in the industry) and a contribution to international forestry by increased overseas appointments and consultancies. Further, the aim of the School of Forestry which I quoted indicates that its graduates are versatile, equipped to undertake a wide range of forestry careers -considerably more responsive to changing requirements than a row of army boots! My estimate of 9 out of 39 graduates per year being suited to research by inclination and by academic calibre agrees closely with Mr Maclaren's figure of one-quarter.
I did not mean to suggest that graduates of the School of Forestry should have the sole responsibility "to bridge the chasm between forestry and the general public". Other disciplines, backgrounds and skills are also necessary. But I do believe that the professional forester must make some contribution to this process -and I guess that 2\% of the School of Forestry's output would be an appropriate share of the load.
